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I. Introduction
Economic beliefs clearly differ among economists. These differences reflect the motivation for academic research, where the economists have been trained,. and the professionalism of these economists. The objective of this paper is to examine the extent of agreement among Korean, economists conceming '29 propositions. The survey results' are summarized in the conclusion.
The Sample and Its Properties
This research was based upon. two separate samples of academic and non-academic economists beliefs in Korea. The academic (non-academic) economists were defined as the economists working in academic (non-academic) institutions. Each sample was selected from the Member Directory of the Korean Economic Association published in 1993 by, choosing every third name starting with the first person listed. The surveys were conducted from Apnl 1998 to Apnl 1999. The sample returned 167 questionnaires for academic economists and 63 for non-academic economists, a response rate of 33 0-entropy value. The data for Japan and the ' The Japanese respondents (n = 275) were significantly opposed. The majority of respondent (64 percent) opposed any significant curtailment of union power.
V. Conclusion
. > This paper has investigated academic and non-academic economists' beliefs about economic issues; The results indicate that there was no significant. difference in economists' consensus between positive and normative statements ( Table 3) . As for. the difference in consensus between microeconomic and macroeconomic propositions, the results showed that microeconomic propositions had a higher: degree of consensus (a lower average entropy score) than macroeconomic propositions (Table 4 ). In addition, the survey showed that the academic -economists were more Keynesian and Monetarists than were the non-academic economists. Especially, the numbers of the academic economists who strongly supported Monetarist view, and who held both Keynesian and Monetarist views were more than two times than the non-academic economists. Especially the academic economists. who have been pained domestically were inclined to hold an ambivalent position (42.3%). Internationally, such an ambivalent position was greater for the Korean sample than the Japanese and the U S .
samples. This result might be correlated with the extent of ambivalent economic beliefs on the proposition surveyed. Such an ambivalent opinion similarly appeared in the discussion of the role of the govemment and the market system. We also found that the Korean economists were more in favor of openness to trade and less generosity toward labor union. As for correlztion of average opinions among different countries economists, Japan and Korea had generally high correlation each other. There was a tendency for the economists who had been educated in the US. to have a get higher correlation than domestically educated ( Table 5) .
Generally. the ambivalence in economics appears when .economists are less likely to focus on abstract economic issues. This phenomenon can be explained by the different market conditions faced by economists. Korea has its own separate market for economists, which is smaller and less competitive than in Japan and the US. Thus, the incentives to perform in academic research are relatively lower. Accordingly, the economists are more concerned with practical issues so their opinions tend to be theoretically broad and institutionally specialized. According to this analysis, the broad opinions in Korea are the inevitable consequence of its own research market condition 'and cannot be reversed by wishful thinking. The extent of broadness on economic views among economists was serious.
